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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communication filed on 02/05/2004. Claims 1- 
46 have been examined. 

Priority 

2. Acknowledgment is made of applicants claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in Canada on 02/07/2003. It is noted, however, that applicant 
has not filed a certified copy of the PCT/CA03/00182 application as required by 
35 U.S.C. 119(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-13, 15-35, and 37-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kasai et al. (US 7,216,072 B2, hereinafter Kasai), and in view 
of Ye et al. (US 2003/0105873 A1 , hereinafter Ye). 

Regarding claim 1, Kasai discloses a method of converting an initial message 
residing in a mobile computer device capable of wireless access to a computer 
network into a processed message, the method comprising: 

presenting a menu option to a user of the device for converting the initial 

message into the processed message, wherein program instructions for 
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presenting the menu option originate in the mobile computer device [FIG. 3 
and col. 5, lines 63-66]; 

after the user selects the menu option to convert, sending a representation 
of the initial message to at least one server on the computer network for 
converting the representation of the initial message into the processed 
message [col. 6, lines 2-5, request message]; and 

the mobile computer device receiving a representation of the processed 
message from a particular one of the at least one server [col. 6, lines 2-5, 
response message]. 

Kasai discloses all limitations of claim 1 , except wirelessly communicating 
with the computer network. However, Ye teaches techniques using a mobile 
device to wirelessly interact with services in the computer network [FIG. 1 A and 
paragraphs 0015-0020]. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Ye's teaching 
into Kasai's method for the purpose of providing an wireless message converting 
system. 

Regarding claim 2, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1, wherein, in the 
step of wirelessly sending, the at least one server includes a proxy and a 
processing server, the representation of the original message being sent first to 
the proxy and then to the processing server [Kasai, FIG. 1]. 

Regarding claim 3, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 2, wherein the 
proxy converts the representation of the message into a new format before 
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sending the reformatted representation of the message to the processing server 
[Kasai, col. 6, lines 6-9, the WWW server uses HTML implying the proxy converts 
the message into a new format before sending the message to the server]. 

Regarding claim 4, Kasai- Ye disclose the method of claim 3, wherein the new 
format is hypertext markup language (HTML) [Kasai, col. 6, lines 6-9]. 

Regarding claim 5, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein, in the 
step of receiving, the representation of the processed message is received by the 
mobile computer device via a proxy in the computer network [Kasai, FIG. 1]. 

Regarding claim 6, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 5, wherein the 
proxy converts the processed message into a device-formatted representation of 
the processed message before sending to the mobile computer device [Kasai, 
col. 6, lines 6-9, the WWW server uses HTML implying the proxy converts the 
message into a device-formatted message before sending it to the mobile 
device]. 

Regarding claim 7, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
menu option is a translation option, an encryption option, a spell check option or 
a thesaurus option [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 7, lines 17-21, translation option]. 

Regarding claim 8, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
initial message is text displayed on the mobile computer device in a first 
language [Kasai, FIG. 3]. 

Regarding claim 9, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the text 
forms part of an email [Kasai, FIG. 9 and col. 14, lines 19-34]. 
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Regarding claim 10, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the 
text is in a Web page [Kasai, FIG. 1 , browser on the device and the WWW server 
uses HTML]. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the 
menu option is a translation option, such that when the translation option is 
selected, a pop-up is displayed prompting a user of the mobile computer device 
to choose at least one translation characteristic option [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 6- 
7, lines 59-26]. 

Regarding claim 12, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
pop-up prompts the user to identify the first language [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 6-7, 
lines 59-26]. 

Regarding claim 13, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the 
pop-up prompts the user to choose a second language into which the text is to 
be translated [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 7, lines 22-26]. 

Regarding claim 15, Kasai discloses a method for translating text displayed in 
a mobile computer device capable of wireless access to a computer network, the 
method comprising: 

receiving the text in a first language [FIG. 3]; 

presenting a menu option to a user of the device for translating the text, 
wherein program instructions for presenting the menu option originate in the 
mobile computer device [FIG. 3 and col. 5, lines 63-66]; 
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sending a representation of the text to at least one server on the computer 
network to translate the representation of the text into a second language [col. 
6, lines 2-5, request message]; and 

receiving a second representation of the translated text [col. 6, lines 2-5, 
response message]. 

Kasai discloses all limitations of claim 15, except wirelessly communicating 
with the computer network. However, Ye teaches techniques using a mobile 
device to wirelessly interact with services in the computer network [FIG. 1A and 
paragraphs 0015-0020]. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Ye's teaching 
into Kasai's method for the purpose of providing a wireless message translating 
system. 

Regarding claim 16, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 15, wherein, in 
the step of receiving the text in a first language, the text is received in an email 
[Kasai, FIG. 9 and col. 14, lines 19-34]. 

Regarding claim 17, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 15, wherein, in 
the step of receiving the text in a first language, the text is received in a Web 
page [Kasai, FIG. 1, browser on the device and the WWW server uses HTML]. 

Regarding claim 18, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 15, further 
comprising, before the step of wirelessly sending, inputting a command into the 
mobile computer device indicating a request to have the text translated [Kasai, 
col. 24, lines 44-50]. 
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Regarding claim 19, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 15, further 
comprising, before the step of presenting, selecting a menu having a translation 
menu option [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 7, lines 17-21, translation option]. 

Regarding claim 20, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 19 where, upon 
selecting the translation menu option, a pop-up is displayed prompting a user of 
the mobile computer device to choose at least one translation characteristic 
menu option [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 6-7, lines 59-26]. 

Regarding claim 21, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 20, wherein the 
pop-up prompts the user to identify the first language [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 6-7, 
lines 59-26]. 

Regarding claim 22, Kasai-Ye disclose the method of claim 20, wherein the 
pop-up prompts the user to choose the second language [Kasai, FIG. 3 and col. 
7, lines 22-26]. 

Claims 23-35 are of the same scope as claims 1-1 3. They are rejected for 
the same reason as for claims 1-13 respectively. 

Claims 37-44 are of the same scope as claims 15-22. They are rejected for 
the same reason as for claims 15-22 respectively. 

Claim 45 is of the same scope as claim 1 . It is rejected for the same reason 
as for claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 46, Kasai-Ye disclose the computer-readable medium of 
claim 45, wherein the initial message is in a first language, and the processed 
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message is in a translated language [Kasai, col. 6, lines 2-5, request/response 
messages]. 

5. Claims 14 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kasai-Ye as applied to claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 14, Kasai-Ye discloses the method of claim 1, but silent 
about further comprising, before the step of presenting, automatically checking to 
determine whether the initial message corresponds to text in a language that is' 
not native to a user of the mobile computer device. Official Notice is taken for 
checking the initial message to see if the text is in a language that is not native to 
the user, as this is essential for determining if a translation is needed. It would 
have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to do so for the purpose of avoiding unnecessary operation 
by determining if a translation is needed before presenting the menu to the user, 
thereby providing a more efficient translation system. 

Claim 36 is of the same scope as claim 14. It is rejected for the same reason 
as for claim 14. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a 
rejection of claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the 
state of the art disclosed by the references cited and the objection made. 
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Applicant must show how the amendments avoid such references and 
objections. See 37 CFR 1.111(c). 

7. Hokao, US 6,907,256 B2, has taught a mobile terminal with an automatic 
translation function. 

8. Hayashi Hiroto, JP 2001 251429 A, has taught a mobile voice translation system. 

9. Fish, WO 02/23389 A1 , has taught systems and methods for translating 
information. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and 
are applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage 
as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 
In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the 
structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the 
metes and bounds of the claimed invention. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Lai whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3236. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 EST. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Michael C. Lai 
03JAN2008 




